Hy. ^2, Fre^ArLok, Md, 21701 


iir. Jin Hcfciiley 
7303 m Haple Lane, 

Kansan City, Ho, 64151 

Dear Jim, 

In answering year recent letter I did not address an apprehension becanse it 
really wa^ np to Jim Lesar. I g^Te Mm copies of your letter and mine. We were 
together yesterday and this I write. 

While there is nothing wrong with gis being paid for the time he gaTe Playboy 
c4n your story, he is af aAM that with as it will be disiaterpreted perhaps 
misused. It is not that he doesn’t need the money, Se,4ias no real income and has 
given up practically all other practise or the prospect of it. But I agree with 
him and I believe I discussed this with you long ago. What is normal for all others 
becomes very for us. 

However, many other unpaid services have been rendered and there is no i^ 3 ason 
of which I can think that the payment can't be for the time and sei'Vioes not on the 
Ray story. 

I, for example, would like to be able to paj'- him for some of the POIA work 
he has done for r-.e, bat I can’t. % needs the pajnnent for the work he’s done. 

But there might oe some trouble for him if otliers could misuse and misdnter— 
pret payment for what is not imja»per. 

Ins solution, ii seeias to me, is to pay for what has no connection with Ray. 

I can think of some of these things if they do not occur to you. 

I don’t take time now because I've been away, liad little sleep, have to clean 
up an accumulation so I can return to work on Post /loi-tem. 


B-sst regards 



